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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6 & 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yonemitsu in view of Kurano & Park. 

In regard to claims 1 & 3, Yonemitsu discloses a recording medium reproduction 
apparatus (figure 2) for reproducing a DVD recording medium (20, see also column 1, line 8: 
"video disc") in which recorded data and table of contents data including recording medium side 
reproduction restriction information for restricting reproduction of the recorded data is recorded 
(column 6, lines 14-21), said recording medium reproduction apparatus comprising: recording 
means/member in which apparatus side reproduction restriction information related to recording 
medium side reproduction restriction information is recorded (column 5, lines 45-51); 
information reading means/member which reads the apparatus side reproduction restriction 
information recorded in said recording means/member (figure 5, step S 1 02) and also reads the 
recording medium side reproduction restriction information from the recording medium (SlOl) 
before reproducing the recorded data from the recording medium; comparing means/member 
(SI 02) which compares the apparatus side reproduction restriction information with the 
recording medium side reproduction restriction information each read from said information 
reading means/member; determination means/member which determines whether reproduction 
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of the recorded data is to be allowed (S 104) or not (SI 05) based on the comparison result of said 
comparing means/member; control means/member which stops reproduction of the recorded data 
(SI 05) when said determination means/member determines that the reproduction of the recorded 
data is not allowed; and a reproducing means/member (figure 5, step SI 04), wherein the 
recording medium side reproduction information is a region code (figure 3B: territory code). 
However, Yonemitsu does not disclose that the control means/member outputs and displays the 
recording medium side reproduction restriction information when said determination 
means/member determines that the reproduction of the recorded data is not allowed. Yonemitsu 
also does not disclose an OSD generating means/member; and a displaying means/member, 
wherein when said determination means/member determines that the reproduction of the 
recorded data is not allowed, said control means/member generates character signal related to an 
error signal and a recording medium side reproducing restriction information in said OSD 
generating means/member, and outputs and displays on said displaying means/member with 
superposing on a video signal. 

Park discloses an OSD generating means/member (figure 6, element 310); and a 
displaying means/member (column 10, line 63), a character signal related to a recording medium 
side reproducing restriction information is generated (column 10, lines 61-64) in said OSD 
generating means/member, and outputs and displays on said displaying means/member with 
superposing on a video signal, so that the restriction information can be recognized by the user. 
Kurano discloses a monitor (figure 1, element 6) that displays characters indicating that parental 
control is being performed (figure 30, step S30), i.e., a character signal related to an error signal, 
in order to notify the user that reproduction is restricted. It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention by the applicant to have displayed the restriction 
information of Yonemitsu using the OSD generating means/member and displaying 
means/member of Park, so that the restriction information can be recognized by the user. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by the applicant to have configured the control means/member of Yonemitsu to output 
and display restriction information when it is determined that reproduction is not allowed, as 
suggested by Kurano. The motivation would have been to notify the user that reproduction is 
restricted. 

In regard to claims 6 & 9, Kurano, and hence the obvious combination noted above, 
discloses a receiving means/member (figure 1, element 6) coupled to the outside of said 
recording medium reproduction apparatus (as shown in figure 1), wherein when said 
determination means/member determines that the reproduction of the recorded data is not 
allowed, said control means/member outputs and displays information on said receiving 
means/member and on said displaying means/member (column 23, lines 13-22). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on September 1, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

4. In regard to page 8, paragraph 2, the applicant argues that Kurano fails to overcome the 
deficiency of Yonemitsu, i.e., "control means which outputs and displays the recording medium 
side reproduction restriction information" because Kurano discloses displaying characters on the 
monitor indicating that parental control is being performed, which is not the same as displaying 
reproduction restriction information that is contained on the optical disk. While the examiner 
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agrees that displaying characters on the monitor indicating that parental control is being 
performed is not the same as displaying reproduction restriction information that is contained on 
the optical disk, the examiner disagrees that Kurano fails to overcome this deficiency of 
Yonemitsu. While Kurano does not disclose displaying reproduction restriction information, it 
would have been obvious to display the reproduction restriction information of Yonemitsu using 
the display of Kurano. Since Kurano is capable of displaying parental control information, there 
is no reason why one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would not have been able 
to display the reproduction restriction information of Yonemitsu. Furthermore, apphcant should 
note that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA \9%\)]InreMerck&Co,, 800F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
5. In regard to page 9, paragraph 2, the applicant argues that Park also fails to overcome the 
deficiency of Yonemitsu as described above because merely shows a video cassette recorded for 
displaying a channel which is capable of being synchronized on an OSD, and not a recording 
medium reproduction apparatus for reproducing a DVD recording medium; therefore. Park does 
not show the "control means which outputs and displays recording medium side reproduction 
restriction information as a region code, when reproduction is stopped". While the examiner 
agrees that Park does not show the "control means which outputs and displays recording medium 
side reproduction restriction information as a region code, when reproduction is stopped", the 
examiner disagrees that Park fails to overcome the deficiency of Yonemitsu. While Yonemitsu 
does not exphcitly disclose an OSD generating means, it would have been obvious to use the 
OSD generating means of Park so that the restriction information can be recognized by the user. 
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as noted in the rejection above. Furthermore, appUcant should note that one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references, ^tt In re Keller, 642R2d413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA \9%\)]Inre 
Merck & Co,, 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986), 

6. In regard to page 9, last line thru page 10, line 3, the applicant argues that Park does not 
provide any motivation to modify the respective arrangements of Yonemitsu and Kurano to show 
the feature of the "control means which outputs and displays the recording medium side 
reproduction restriction information as a region code, when a reproduction is stopped". The 
examiner disagrees. Column 10, lines 63-64 of Park disclose displaying characters on a "screen" 
so that they can be recognized by the user, which is a well-known purpose of displaying, and 
thus, a sufficient motivation to modify the respective arrangements of Yonemitsu and Kurano. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
pohcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Vincent Agustin whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8980. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 9:00AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hoa Nguyen can be reached on (703) 305-9687. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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